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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, DECISION AND ORDER

APPEARANCES

Mark T. Voss, Laramie County Attorney, appeared on behalf of Brenda Arnold', Laramie
County Assessor (Assessor). Oral Argument by Mr. Voss.

Richard Bush, Hickey & Evans LLP, appeared on behalf of Laramie County School
District Number 1 (School District). Oral Argument by Mr. Bush.

DIGEST

The Assessor appeals the decision of the Laramie County Board of Equalization (County
Board) reversing the Assessor’s denial of a property tax exemption for two vacant properties

owned by the School District.

The State Board of Equalization (State Board), comprised of Chairman Steven D. Olmstead,
Vice Chairman Paul Thomas Glause, and Board Member E. Jayne Mockler %, considered the

" Brenda Arnold resigned as Laramie County Assessor in June 2013, and was appointed the
Administrator of the Property Tax Division of the Wyoming Department of Revenue in July 2013.
Kenneth Guille was appointed to fill the position of Laramie County Assessor in July 2013,

2 E. Jayne Mockler was appointed to the Board effective March 20, 2013, and participated in this
decision by reviewing the record, the materials filed with the Board and listening to the recorded oral
arguments.



County Board record, the decision of the County Board, the Assessor’s Notice of Appeal, the
Assessor’s brief, the School District’s brief, and the parties’ oral arguments.

The State Board evaluates the Assessor's appeal of the County Board decision against our
standard of review, which is whether the County Board decision was arbitrary, capricious,
unsupported by substantial evidence, and/or contrary to law. Rules, Wyoming State Board
of Equalization, Chapter 3 § 9.

The State Board affirms the decision of the Laramie County Board of Equalization.

ISSUE

The Assessor and the School District essentially identified one issue:
Whether the County Board’s Decision and Order finding these Properties
primarily used for a governmental purpose is supported by substantial
evidence, arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in
accordance wit the law?
[Assessor’s Brief, p. 4; Brief of Laramie County School District Number 1, p. 3].
The ultimate issue before the State Board is best framed as:
Whether undeveloped or vacant land owned by a school district is exempt as

being “used primarily for a governmental purpose?”

PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD

The County Board conducted a hearing on July 11, 2012, which combined the two property
exemption appeals of the School District. Each party presented testimony® and exhibits.

[County Board Record, pp. 90-226]. The County Board entered its Decision and Order in
both cases on August 6, 2012, reversing the Assessor’s denial of property tax exemptions for

* The record on appeal contained a transcript and a “corrected transeript.” There was no
indication in the record as to why a corrected transcript was necessary or what was corrected. The
original transcript was signed by the reporter (County Board Record, p. 226), whereas the “corrected
transcript” was not signed (Count Board Record, p. 385). The State Board, therefore, will refer to the
original transcript.
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the two vacant parcels of land owned by the School District. [County Board Record, pp.
443-455].

JURISDICTION

The State Board is required to “hear appeals from county boards of equalization.” Wyo. Stat.
Ann. § 39-11-102.1(c). On August 15,2012, the Assessor filed a timely notice of appeal of
the County Board decision with the State Board. Rules, Wyoming State Board of
Equalization, Chapter 3 § 2. The Assessor filed a Brief of Petitioner on November 9, 2012,
and the School District filed a Brief of Respondent on December 10,2012. The Assessor did
not file a reply brief. The State Board heard the parties oral arguments on January 30, 2013.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

When the State Board hears appeals from a county board, it acts as an intermediate level of
appellate review. Laramie County Board of Equalization v. Wyoming State Board of
Equalization, 915 P.2d 1184, 1188 (Wyo. 1996); Union Pacific Railroad Company v.

Wyoming State Board of Equalization, 802 P.2d 856, 859 (Wyo. 1990). In its appellate
capacity, the State Board treats a county board as the finder of fact. /d. In contrast, the State
Board acts as the finder of fact when it hears contested cases on appeal from final decisions

of the Department of Revenue (Department). Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-11-102.1(c). This sharp

distinction in roles is reflected in the State Board Rules governing the two different types of
proceedings. Compare Rules, Wyoming State Board of Equalization, Chapter 2 with Rules,

Wyoming State Board of Equalization, Chapter 3.

The State Board standards for review of a county board decision are, by Rule, nearly identical
to the Wyoming Administrative Procedure Act standards which a district court must apply
in reviewing an agency action, findings of fact, and conclusions of law. Wyo. Stat. Ann. §
16-3-114(c)(ii). However, unlike a district court, the State Board will not rule on claims a
county board has acted “[c]ontrary to constitutional right, power, privilege or immunity.”

Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 16-3-114(c)(ii)(B). The State Board’s review is limited to a determination
of whether a county board’s action is:

(a) Arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion or otherwise not in accordance
with law;

(b) In excess of statutory jurisdiction, authority or limitations or lacking
statutory right;

In re Laramie County Assessor (LCSD #1), Docket 2012-72 opn - Page 3



(c) Without observance of procedure required by law; or
(d) Unsupported by substantial evidence.
Rules, Wyoming State Board of Equalization, Chapter 3 § 9.

Since the State Board Rules are patterned on the judicial review provision of the Wyoming
Administrative Procedure Act, we look to precedent interpreting Wyoming Statutes section
16-3-114(c) for guidance. For example, we must apply this substantial evidence standard:

When an appellant challenges an agency’s findings of fact and both
parties submitted evidence at the contested case hearing, we examine the entire
record to determine if the agency’s findings are supported by substantial
evidence. Colorado Interstate Gas Co. v. Wyoming Department of Revenue,
2001 WY 34,9 8,20 P.3d 528, 530 (Wy0.2001); RT Commc'ns, Inc. v. State
Bd. of Equalization, 11 P.3d 915, 920 (Wy0.2000). If the agency’s findings
of fact are supported by substantial evidence, we will not substitute our
judgment for that of the agency and will uphold the factual findings on appeal.
“Substantial evidence is more than a scintilla of evidence; it is evidence that

a reasonable mind might accept in support of the conclusions of the agency.”
1d.

Chevron U.S.A., Inc. v. Department of Revenue, 2007 WY 79,99, 158 P.3d 131, 134 (Wyo.
2007).

We also apply this standard when reviewing conclusions of law:

Questions of law are reviewed de novo, and “‘[c]onclusions of law
made by an administrative agency are affirmed only if they are in accord with
the law. We do not afford any deference to the agency's determination, and we
will correct any error made by the agency in either interpreting or applying the
law.”” Bowen v. State, Dep't of Transp., 2011 WY 1,97, 245 P.3d 827, 829
(Wyo.2011) (quoting State ex rel. Workers' Safety & Comp. Div. v. Garl, 2001
WY 59,99, 26 P.3d 1029, 1032 (Wy0.2001)).

Maverick Motorsports Group, LLC v. Department of Revenue, 2011 WY 76,912, 253 P.3d
125, 128 (Wyo. 2011).

We review the findings of ultimate fact of a county board de novo:
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When an agency’s determinations contain elements of law and fact, we

do not treat them with the deference we reserve for findings of basic fact.

When reviewing an “ultimate fact,” we separate the factual and legal aspects

of the finding to determine whether the correct rule of law has been properly

applied to the facts. We do not defer to the agency’s ultimate factual finding

if there is an error in either stating or applying the law.
Basin Elec. Power Co-op., Inc. v. Dep't of Revenue, State of Wyo., 970 P.2d 841, 850-51
(Wyo. 1998)(citations omitted), quoted in Britt v. Fremont County Assessor, 2006 WY 10,
117,126 P.3d 117, 123 (Wyo. 2006).

We also apply this “arbitrary and capricious” standard:

Even if sufficient evidence is found to support the agency’s decision
under the substantial evidence test, this [Board] is also required to apply the
arbitrary-and-capricious standard as a “safety net” to catch other agency action
which might have violated the Wyoming Administrative Procedures Act.
Decker v. Wyoming Medical Comm’'n, 2005 WY 160, 924, 124 P.3d 686, 694
(Wy0.2005). “Under the umbrella of arbitrary and capricious actions would
fall potential mistakes such as inconsistent or incomplete findings of fact or
any violation of due process.” Id. (quoting Padilla v. State ex rel. Wyoming
Workers™ Safety and Comp. Div., 2004 WY 10, 9 6, 84 P.3d 960, 962
(Wy0.2004)).

State ex rel. Wyoming Workers’ Safety and Comp. Div. v. Madeley, 2006 WY 63, 9 8, 134
P.3d 281, 284 (Wyo. 2006).

FACTS PRESENTED TO THE COUNTY BOARD

1. The School District owns 9.41 acres of vacant land described as “All American
Subdivision, 3" Filing: Lot 8, Block 9, in Cheyenne, Wyoming™; and 40.84 acres of vacant
land described as “North Cheyenne Community Park: Lot 1, Block 1, in Cheyenne,
Wyoming” (collectively “Properties™). The Properties are the subject of this appeal. [County
Board Record, pp. 1-4, 135-136, 445].

2. InJuly 2011, the School District filed a request for tax exemption on the All American
Subdivision land with the Assessor. The North Cheyenne Community Park land was exempt
in prior years. In September 2011, the Assessor made an inquiry with the School District as
to the status and use of its Properties. The Assessor and School District representatives
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discussed the Properties’ status and use before the assessment date of January 1, 2012.
[County Board Record, pp. 56-57, 68-70, 111-112, 118, 164, 207, 228, 252-253].

3. On January 10, 2012, the Assessor sent the School District two letters, one for each
of the Properties, stating she determined the Properties were not being used for a
governmental purpose because the properties were vacant. [County Board Record, pp. 56-
57,69-70, 111-112, 252-253].

4, The Assessor determined a fair market value for the Properties as of January 1, 2012.
[County Board Record, pp. 58-59, 69-70, 111-112, 164, 252-253].

5. The Assessor mailed assessment notices for the Properties for the 2012 tax year on
March 21, 2012, to the School District’s legal counsel. The fair market value set by the
Assessor in the Assessment Notices was $111,105 for the All American Subdivision land and
$1,306,881 for the North Cheyenne Community Park land. [County Board Record, pp. 58-
59, 124].

6. The Properties’ valuations determined by the Assessor were not at issue before the
County Board; rather the Properties taxable status was the issue. The two Properties were
the only vacant land parcels owned by the School District. Prior to 2012, the School District
had not been assessed property tax on the North Cheyenne Community Park land. The
School District acquired the All American Subdivision land in March 2011. The School
District expressly requested an exemption for the Properties. [County Board Record, pp. 70,
68-74, 124, 155, 250, 445;].

7. The School District filed appeals for each of the Assessor’s assessment notices on
April 20, 2012. [County Board Record, pp. 1-4, 60-67].

8. The County Board held a hearing on the School District appeals on July 11, 2012.
[County Board Record, pp. 91, 445].

9. The Assessor reviewed all government owned properties in Laramie County in 2011,
regarding tax exemption status and the governmental use of the property. The Assessor was
aware of the Wyoming constitutional and statutory exemption for government owned
property. The Assessor made a physical review of the Properties and determined the
Properties did not qualify for a tax exemption because the Properties were vacant or “idle,”
with no apparent use. She determined the Properties were not being used primarily for a
governmental purpose. [County Board Record, pp. 110-112, 130, 153-154].
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10.  After receiving a written request for a governmental exemption from the School
District, the Assessor denied the request due to her determination the Properties were not
being used for a governmental purpose because there was no construction on the Properties.
The Assessor based her decision solely on her reading and interpretation of the Department’s
Rule in Chapter 14, Section 18. [County Board Record, pp. 68, 124, 147-148, 153-154].

11. The Assessor asserted it would have been necessary on January 1, 2012, that some
construction or “[a] shovel in the ground would be sufficient” to have qualified the School
District Properties for the exemption. The Assessor did not believe planning and design of
school buildings were part of construction, or the governmental use of the Properties.
[County Board Record, pp. 124, 147-149, 152-153].

12, The Assessor agreed the School District could have had some other governmental use
besides constructing a building to qualify for an exemption. However, she reasserted her
decision to deny the exemption was because the Properties were vacant. [County Board
Record, pp. 123-124, 149-150, 154].

13.  Forty-four mills of the total seventy-one mills levied in Laramie County for taxes on
the Properties would be returned to the School District or for other state education functions.
[County Board Record, pp. 158-161, 230].

14.  David Bartlett, Assistant Superintendent for Support Operation, testified on behalf of
the School District. For the five years prior to the County Board hearing, Mr. Bartlett
oversaw the construction of any project valued over $10,000, and all capital construction
projects, such as the construction or replacement of schools on the 500 acres of land owned
by the School District. [County Board Record, pp. 166-167].

15.  The School District was required to follow state statutes and the Wyoming
Department of Education rules and procedures to obtain funding made available by the
Wyoming legislature and distributed through the Wyoming School Facilities Commission
(SFC) as part of Wyoming’s school finance reform. [County Board Record, pp. 168-174,
259-271].

16.  Each year the School District was required to submit a “condition and capacity list”
to the SFC, in order for the commission to determine a “needs list” for all school districts in
the state. When a project was determined by the SFC to be necessary, the School District
was provided planning funding to proceed with the project. Mr. Bartlett explained the “needs
list” as he identified Exhibits 12, 13, and 4. [County Board Record, pp. 75-89, 168-174,
259-271].

Inre Laramie County Assessor (LCSD #1), Docket 2012-72 opn - Page 7



17. It was necessary, as a matter of preparedness for the School District, but also as an
economic necessity, to have an inventory of available land for school facility sites in order
to timely proceed with planning and undertaking the construction of new or replacement
School District facilities. The necessity for school facility land inventory for construction
was driven by the availability of funding from the state’s SFC. The process to obtain funding
and to start the planning and construction was usually about a year or more, depending on
the schools (grade, middle or high school) included in the facility. [County Board Record,
pp. 168-174,259-271].

18.  The Properties were acquired at different times and held in the School District’s land
inventory for an appropriate time to construct a school on each of the sites. The North
Cheyenne Community Park land was acquired in February 1979; and the All American
Subdivision land was acquired in March 2011. The building construction decision process
was a combination of “needs and assessment” based upon growth in the community and the
conditions of the existing School District facilities. Before proceeding with “needs and
assessment” building construction, funding must be available from the state and the land
necessary to start a building project must be acquired. [County Board Record pp.70-73, 168-
174,259-271].

19.  The School District was required to follow the requirements and mandates set in the
Wyoming statutes and the Department of Education and SFC rules and regulations for school
facility financing and construction. The School District also must comply with the statutes,
rules and regulations when it wanted to dispose of school facility property no longer needed.
[County Board Record, pp. 168-174, 212-213, 259-271].

20.  The Properties, which were vacant, had not been used for any other purpose than as
school facility sites under planning by the School District. The School District had plans for
the Properties, but were not at the stage with the SFC for construction to begin. [County
Board Record, pp. 181-182, 184-194, 201-204 259-275].

21.  The Properties could have been used for some other non-building site use, but Mr.
Bartlett expressed doubt the two Properties could be used for storage of School District
property or for parking of the School District vehicles. He expressed doubt the Properties
could be used as a School District’s driver’s education location. He said the School District
tried to be “neighbor friendly.” [County Board Record, pp. 193-194, 201-204].

22, Anyportion of the Conclusions of Law: Principles of Law or the Conclusions of Law:

Application of Principles of Law set forth below which includes a finding of fact may also
be considered a Finding of Fact and, therefore, is incorporated herein by reference.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

23.  The State Board is specifically authorized to hear an assessor’s appeal of an adverse
county board decision. Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-13-109(b)(ii). The Assessor filed a timely
appeal of the County Board’s August 6, 2012, decision with the State Board effective August
15,2012, Rules, Wyoming State Board of Equalization, Chapter 3 § 2.

Applicable Law

24, The Wyoming Constitution article 15, § 1 1(b), provides in pertinent part: “All taxable
property shall be valued at its full value as defined by the legislature except agricultural and
grazing lands which shall be valued according to the capability of the land to produce
agricultural products under normal conditions.”

25.  The Wyoming Constitution article 15, § 11(d), requires: “All taxation shall be equal
and uniform within each class of property. The legislature shall prescribe such regulations
as shall secure a just valuation for taxation of all property, real and personal.”

26.  The Wyoming Constitution also provides for property tax exemptions:

The property of the United States, the state, counties, cities, towns, school
districts and municipal corporations, when used primarily for a
governmental purpose, and public libraries, lots with the buildings thereon
used exclusively for religious worship, church parsonages, church schools and
public cemeteries, shall be exempt from taxation, and such other property as
the legislature may by general law provide.

Wyo. Const. art. 15, § 12 (emphasis added).
27.  Wyoming Statutes provide in relevant part:
(a) Taxable event. The following shall apply:
(1) Property subject to taxation. All property within Wyoming is subject
to taxation as provided by this act except as prohibited by the United States or
Wyoming constitutions or expressly exempted by W.S. 39-11-105.

Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-11-103(a)(i).

28.  The exemption at issue in the case, the exemption for property of a Wyoming school
district, s further addressed by Wyoming Statutes:
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(a) The following property is exempt from property taxation:
[l
(iv) Property of a Wyoming school district owned and used primarily
for a governmental purpose excluding teacherages:;

Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-11-105(a)(iv).
29. Wyoming Statutes further provide:

(b) Basis of tax. The following shall apply:
% ok %k

(i1) All taxable property shall be annually valued at its fair
market value. Except as otherwise provided by law for specific
property, the department shall prescribe by rule and regulation the
appraisal methods and systems for determining fair market value using
generally accepted appraisal standards;

& ok sk

(vii) The county assessor shall enter in books furnished for that
purpose, from the tax schedule, the enumeration and fair market value
of all taxable property assessed by him or his deputies. The county
assessor shall enter the names of persons against whom property is
assessed in the county assessment roll in alphabetical order. On or
before the fourth Monday in April, or as soon thereafter as is
practicable, the county assessor shall mail all assessment schedules to
taxpayers at their last known address, and return the county assessment
roll enumerating the property and value assessed by him or his deputies
to the board of county commissioners together with a list stating the
assessed value of taxable property within each school district,
municipality or special district in the county.

Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-13-103(b)(ii), (vii).

30.  The statutory valuation date is January 1 of each vear, and all taxable property must
be valued and assessed for taxation in the name of the owner of the property on that date.
Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-13-103(b)(i).

31.  The Department is required to confer with, advise and give necessary instructions and

directions to the county assessors as to their duties, and to promulgate rules and regulations
necessary for the enforcement of all tax measures. Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-11-102(c)(xvi), (xix).
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32. A county assessor has a corresponding duty to annually value property within the
assessor’s county, and in doing so to “[fJaithfully and diligently follow and apply the orders,
procedures and formulae of the department of revenue or orders of the state board of
equalization for the appraisal and assessment of all taxable property.” Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 18-
3-204(a)(ix).

33.  The State Board is required to “[d]ecide all questions that may arise with reference
to the construction of any statute affecting the assessment, levy and collection of taxes, in
accordance with the rules, regulations, orders and instructions prescribed by the department.”
Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 39-11-102.1(c)(iv).

34, The Wyoming Supreme Court has previously summarized a number of useful precepts
concerning statutory interpretation:

Statutes must be construed so that no portion is rendered
meaningless. Interpretation should not produce an absurd result.
We are guided by the full text of the statute, paying attention to
its internal structure and the functional relation between the
parts and the whole. Each word of a statute is to be afforded
meaning, with none rendered superfluous. Further, the meaning
afforded to a word should be that word’s standard popular
meaning unless another meaning is clearly intended. If the
meaning of a word is unclear, it should be afforded the meaning
that best accomplishes the statute’s purpose. We presume that
the legislature acts intentionally when it uses particular language
in one statute, but not in another. If two sections of legislation
appear to conflict, they should be given a reading that gives
them both effect.

Rodriguez v. Casey, 2002 WY 111, § 10, 50 P.3d 323, 326-327 (Wyo. 2002) (citations
omitted); quoted in Hede v. Gilstrap, 2005 WY 24,96, 107 P.3d 158, 163 (Wyo. 2005).

35.  Itis an elementary rule of statutory interpretation that all portions of an act must be
read in pari materia, and every word, clause and sentence of it must be considered so that no
part will be inoperative or superfluous. Chevron U. S. A., Inc. v. Department of Revenue,
2007 WY 79,915, 158 P.3d 131, 136 (Wyo. 2007). Also applicable is the oft-repeated rule
it must be presumed the Legislature did not intend futile things. Hamlin v. Transcon Lines,
701 P.2d 1139, 1142 (Wyo. 1985). See also TPJ v. State, 2003 WY 49, 9 11, 66 P.3d 710,
713 (Wyo. 2003).
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36.  “The legislature is presumed to act in a thoughtful and rational manner with full
knowledge of existing law, and statutes are therefore ‘to be construed in harmony with
existing law and as part of an overall and uniform system of jurisprudence.”” Redco Const.
v. Profile Props., LLC, 2012 WY 24, 4 37, 271 P.3d 408, 418 (Wyo. 2012). (citations
omitted). See also Estate of Dahlke ex rel. Jubie v. Dahlke, 2014 WY 29,937,319P.3d 116,
125 (Wyo. 2014).

37.  “A basic tenet of statutory construction is that the omission of words from a statute
is considered to be an intentional act by the legislature, and this [Board] will not read words
into a statute when the legislature has chosen not to include them.” Merrill v. Jansma, 2004
WY 26, 9 29, 86 P.3d 270, 285 (Wyo. 2004). “Words may not be inserted in a statutory
provision under the guise of interpretation.” In re Adoption of Voss, 550 P.2d 481, 485
(Wyo. 1976); accord Spreeman v. State, 2012 WY 88, 9 13, 278 P.3d 1159, 1163 (Wyo.
2012); Adelizzi v. Stratton, 2010 WY 148, 9 11, 243 P.3d 563, 566 (Wyo. 2010).

38.  In construing statutes, the following standard applies:

The paramount consideration is to determine the legislature’s intent, which
must be ascertained initially and primarily from the words used in the statute.

We look first to the plain and ordinary meaning of the words to determine if
the statute is ambiguous. A statute is clear and unambiguous if its wording is
such that reasonable persons are able to agree on its meaning with consistency
and predictability. Conversely, a statute is ambiguous if it is found to be vague
or uncertain and subject to varying interpretations. If we determine that a
statute is clear and unambiguous, we give effect to the plain language of the
statute.

RME Petroleum Co. v. Wyo. Dept of Revenue, 2007 WY 16,925, 150 P.3d 673, 683 (Wyo.
2007) (citations omitted); quoted in Kennedy Oil v. Dept. of Revenue, 2008 WY 154, 4 10,
205 P.3d 999, 1003 (Wyo. 2008), see Morris v. CMS Oil and Gas Co., 2010 WY 37, 9 26,
227 P.3d 325, 333 (Wyo. 2010).

39.  Therules of statutory interpretation apply to the interpretation of administrative rules
and regulations. State ex Rel. Dept. of Revenue v. Buggy Bath Unlimited, Inc., 2001 WY 27,
96,18P.3d 1182, 1185 (Wyo.2001). Rules promulgated in excess of an agency’s statutory
authority are null and void. /d. at 1186, 1188.

40.  The Wyoming Supreme Court has set the standards that apply when analyzing the
exemption of government owned property:
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Although under Title 39, taxation of property is generally the rule, the
exemptions provided for by § 39-11-105(a)(v) require that we apply the rule
that where the established policy of the state is to exempt publicly owned
property, the burden is placed on the taxing authority to establish taxability.
City of Cheyenne v. Bd. of County Comm'rs of the County of Laramie, 484
P.2d 706, 708-709 (Wyo.1971). The mere ownership of property by a town
does not exempt the property; it must also be used primarily for governmental
purposes. Id.at 709. When a town uses the property in a proprietary manner,
the property is not exempt from taxation. Town of Pine Bluffs v. State Board
of Equalization, 79 Wyo. 262, 288, 333 P.2d 700, 710 (Wy0.1958). The
taxable status of property owned by a governmental entity must be determined
as a question of fact by the use made of the property. City of Cheyenne v.
Sims, 521 P.2d 1347, 1349 (Wyo.1974).

We have recognized that the term "used primarily for a governmental
purpose" is difficult to define but have found that it applied to buildings leased
to profit-making corporations although located upon a municipally owned and
operated airport. City of Cheyenne v. Bd. of Cty. Comm’rs of Laramie Cty.,
484 P.2d at 709. There, we said that the mere fact that the city accomplishes
such use through a lessee or receives rent in return for such use is not
controlling. /d. We later decided that "[w]here the primary and principal use
to which property is put is public, the mere fact that income is incidentally
derived from it does not affect its character as property devoted to a public use,
so as to prevent its being exempt from taxation." State Bd. of Equalization v.
City of Lander, 882 P.2d 844, 850 (Wyo0.1994).

In Re Deromedi, Hot Springs Assessor, 2002 WY 69, 44 10-11, 45 P.3d 1150, 1153-1154
(Wyo. 2002) (footnote omitted); see In Re Town of Thermopolis, 2002 WY 70,99 13-14, 45
P.3d 1155, 1160 (Wyo. 2002).

41.  The Department has adopted several rules addressing the exemption of property,
noting “[a]ll questions of exemption cannot be addressed and answered by rule. These
standards are to serve, together with applicable law and Departmental guidelines, as a ready

reference to commonly encountered problems.” Rules, Wyoming Department of Revenue,
Ch. 14§ 1(b).

42.  Chapter 14 of the Department’s Rules provides assessors with guidance in
determining whether property owned by a school district is exempt from property taxation.

Section 2. Considerations.
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(a.) For county assessed property, county assessors are responsible for making
the initial determination of exemption.
(i) For publicly owned property the assessor begins with the legal
presumption the property is exempt.
¥ ok sk
Section 3. Burden of Proof.
Kok Kk
(b.) For publicly owned property, the burden is on the taxing authority to establish
taxability.
% sk sk
Section 4. Publicly owned property - W.S. 39-11-105(a)(i)-(vi).
(a.) Publicly owned property is not, per se, exempt from taxation. The
property is exempt only "when used primarily for a governmental purpose.”
(b.) The phrase "governmental purpose" cannot be precisely defined. The
following considerations should be evaluated:
(1) If a service or function is obligatory (one the governmental entity
must perform as a legal duty imposed by statute), the function is
governmental and the associated property is exempt.
(11) If a service is rendered gratuitously, supported by taxes, and for the
public welfare or enjoyment generally, the property associated with
providing such service is exempt.

Rules, Wyoming Department of Revenue, Chapter 4 §§ 2(a.)(i), 3(b.) 14(a.) & 14(b.)(i)-
(vi) (Effective 05/21/2008).

43.  Chapter 14 of the Department Rules also provides assessors with guidance in
determining use for unused or vacant property:

Section 18. Undeveloped, unconstructed or unused property.

(a) For exemptions requiring a specific use to qualify, neither ownership of the
property nor stated objectives of the entity's organization is sufficient. To
justify an exemption, actual and immediate use of the property consistent with
the applicable exemption standard is required. The mere ho[l]ding of the
property by an entity for future or prospective use is not sufficient.

(b) An exemption may be granted once construction or use commences
consistent with the exempt purpose.

Rules, Wyoming Department of Revenue, Chapter 14 § 18.
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